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It has been held that divorce void under these rules cannot
be subject to estoppel.209
(c) Fictitious change of nationality. In a less obvious way,
change of nationality has also sometimes been termed fictitious
and hence regarded as incapable of supporting recognition of
a divorce granted under the new national law. For a better
understanding, one ought to remember the migratory divorces,
typified by the pilgrimages of Americans to Paris, Reno, and
Chihuahua. When divorce was forbidden in France, the Bauf-
jremont-Bibesco case discussed below was a celebrated ex-
ample. Austrian Catholics went over the Hungarian border
for divorce. Italians, whose law still prevents absolute divorce,
emigrated to Fiume to be divorced, so long as that city did
not belong to Italy.
The Bauffremont case was the cornerstone of a French, doc-
trine of jraude a la loi, which, enjoying for a time great
prominence, opposed evasion of the law of the forum by
agreements, adoptions, and gifts, as well as by divorces and
judicial separations, the latter, however, being known as the
classic domain of this doctrine.210 The princess of Bauffremont,
Belgian by birth and French by marriage, changed her citizen-
ship by naturalization in the then independent German state
of Saxe-Coburg-Gotha and was there divorced under her new
personal law 5 then she married the Rumanian prince Bibesco.
The French Court of Cassation declared the naturalization of
the woman, as well as her divorce and remarriage, fraudulent
and void, these acts having occurred for the sole purpose of
escaping from the prohibitions of the French law.211 This doc-
trine has been followed in other French decisions and by Bel-
209 See JACOBS, "Attack on Decrees of Divorce,1' 34 Mich L. Rev. (1936) 749,
777, n. 127 and n. 128.
210DEGAND, 5 Repert. 554 no. So.
211Cass. (civ.) (March 18, 1878) 8.1878.1.1935 see also the similar case
Vidal, Cour Paris (June 30, 1877) Clunet 1878* a6Ss where the fraud was
agreed upon by both parties.